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United States D 



FOR THE 
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LEONARD BERGER 



V. 



STRONGHOLD TECHNOLOGIES, INC. 



CERTIFICATION OF JUDGMENT 
FOR REGISTRATION IN | 
ANOTHER DISTRICT ! 



Case Number: CV-06-2440(KSH) 



I, 



WILLIAM T.WALSH 



Cleric of the United States district court certify that the 



attached judgment is a true and correct copy of the original judgment entered in this action 
appears in the records of this court, and that 



7/ 



31/06 



f* 



.» as it 



>ate 



* No notice of appeal from this judgment has been filed, and no motion of any kind listed in Rule 4^a) of the Federal 
Rules of Appellate Procedure has been filed. 



IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I sign my name and affix the seal of this Court. 



10/11/06 






Date 







TM gl.^ 



(By) Deputy Clerk , .. V 



y ■(■- 



*Insert the appropriate language: . „"no notice of appeal from this judgment has been filed, and no motion of any kind listed in R.ule 4(a) of the Federal 
Rules of Appellate Procedure has been filed." ..."no notice of appeal from this judgment has been filed, and any motions of the kinds listed in Rule 4(a) 
of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure (t) have been disposed of ? the latest order disposing of such a motion having been entered on [date]." . ;' c ah 
appeal was taken from this judgment and the judgment was affirmed by mandate of the Court of Appeals issued on [date]. ..."an appeal was taken from 
mis judgment and the appeal was dismissed by order entered on [date]." k 

(If Note: The motions listed in Rule 4(a), Fed. £L App. P. ? are motions: fox judgment notwithstanding the verdict; to amend or make additional findings 
of fact; to alter or amend the judgment; for a new trial; and for an extension of time for filing a notice of appeal.) ; 
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UNITES STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE FEDERAL DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 



LENARDBBRGER 



Petitioner, 
v. 

STRONGHOLD TECHNOLOGIES, INC. 

Respondeat 



NO. 



rt.-aWc ifrxl 



ORDER 



AND NOW, 



; this 2J_day of <HaJcM 2006, upon 



T 



consideration i?f Lcnard Berber's Petition to ConSrni Arbitration Awards and arty 
response thereto, it is hereby ORDERS awi ADJUDGED that: 

1. . The Petition is GRANTED. 

2: The Arbitration Award rendered is CONFIRMED. 

3. Judgment is entered in fevor qf Lenard Berger and against Stronghold 
Technologies, Inc, in the amount of $214,361,52, 

4. Stronghold Technologies, fete, is hereby ORDERED to take appropriate 
action to remove any restrictions on any stock certificates held by Lenard Bergeron 
Stronghold Technologies, Inc. witinn thirty (30) days ofthe date of this Order, 
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-III. 






